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D.O. NO. JMCI/Chairman’s Correspondence/2000-01/71/523 


Dated the 16 th February 2001 



Apropos my telephonic talk with you, I am sending per bearer of this letter 
xerox copies of the Orders and Proceedings of the Commission and also of the 
relevant correspondence relating to your Ministry. I would request you to kindly 
took into the matter personally so that the Commission may have access to all 
the documents and records referred to in the correspondence as well as the 
Orders and Proceedings of the Commission. To expedite matter, I would request 
you to kindly pursue the request made in our letter No. JMCi/Doc(For)/99- 
2000/56/490 dated 31.01.2001 (Pages 36&35). 

i 

I would also draw your attention to the list of Japanese witnesses annexed 
to this Commission's letter No. Overseas/Witness/2000-2001 /70/5 13 dated 
7.2.2001 addressed to the Secretary of your Ministry (Page 40 read with pages 
37-39) and to request you to take appropriate necessary action to enable the 
Commission to examine those Japanese witnesses out of the aforesaid list who 
are still living. 

An early action on your part will be highly appreciated. 

With best wishes, 



«- % y 

(M.K. Mukherjee) 


Sri A.K. Panja 
Hon’ble Minister of State 
Ministry of External Affairs 
Government of India 
South Block 
New Delhi -110 001 


Enclo; 


46 Pages [Pages 1,2, 2(A) and 
3 to 44 and Index (Page 45)] 
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INDEX 


Sub 1 e c t 


Page Nos . 


i 


1* Xerox copies of orders/directions pertaining 
to different proceedings of Justice Mukherjee 

commission of Inquiry , , 1-2, 2A, 3 

2, xerox copies of some important correspondence 

concerning study of relevant declassified files/ 

records lying in the British Library in London 

and examination of relevant witnesses like. Lord 

Peter Archer, Lord Maloon Rif kind (former Foreign 

Secretary of the British Parliament) and Colonel 

Hugh Toye in London by the Commission in London . , 30-36 


3# Xerox copy of the letter dated February 7, 2001 
of the Commission addressed to the Secretary, 
Ministry of External Affairs, Government of India 
requesting for furnishing the present address of 
each of the witnesses who were examined before 
Shah Nawaz Khan Committee of Inquiry and Justice 
Khosla Commission of Inquiry in Japan and are 
still living including that of Dr, Taneyoshi 
Yoshimi to enable the Commission to prepare a 
programme for examination of all the available 
witnesses in Japan, 


4, Xerox copy of the letter dated 06,02,2001 of the 
Commission addressed to the Secretary, Ministry 
of External Affairs, Government of India with a 
request to kindly persuade the Government of 
Russian Union as also the Governments of the 
States which were previously within the remaining 
territorial limits erstwhile USSR so that the 
archival documents concerning Netaji Subhas Chandra 
Bose/l.N.A, lying in their Archives would be 
scrutinized by/or on behalf of the Commission and 
certified Photo copies or Micro Films/Microfiches 
of the relevant documents could be taken by the 
Commission immediately, ,» 


6, The Commission's observations dated 31,08,2000 t 

* Inspite of earlier directions of the 
Commission contained in the orders of 
the Commission dated March 23, 2000 
and June 13, 2000, the complete original 
records of the entire proceedings of Shah 
Nawaz Khan Committee of Inquiry including 
the evidence recorded by and the documents 
produced before the said Committee, have 
not been sent," 


6, Xerox copies of the letters dated 19,07,2000 
and 15,01,2001 of the Commission showing some 
documents pertaining to shah Nawaz Khan committee 
received by the Commission from the Ministry 
of External Affairs so far. ,, 


7* Commission's directives dt, 23,03,2000 for pro- 
duction of u.O. Notes/ records to or from Md, Yunus, 
the then Under Secretary, Ministry of iExternal Affairs., 
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DOC (FpR)/9 9-20 00/5 6/5 03 


6 . 2.2001 


From i £hrl P.K. Sengupta ,WBHJ3 (Retd. ) 
Secretary 

To i The Secretary 

Ministry of External Affairs , 
Cover rnrtent of India* South Block* 
New Delhi - 110001. 


Sub i Access of the Commission to 
peruse relevant document a 
concerning Neta Ji Suhhas Chandra 
Bose /Indian National Army lying 
in different Archives of the 
Russian Union as also the Arcives 
within the residual territory 
of the erstwhile U.S.S.R. 


Sir* 


I am directed by the Hon'ble Chairman of the Commission 
to request you to kindly persuade the Government of Russian Union 
as also the Governments of the States which were previously within 
the remaining territorial limits of the erstwhile U.S.S.R. so that 
the archival documents concerning Netaji Subha# Chandra Bose/ 

Indian National Army* if any, lying in their Archives as mentioned 
in the affidavit dated 08,06,2000 of Dr, (Mrs.) Purabi Roy as also 
referred to by her in her deposition on oath/affirmation before 
the Commission on 22.12.2000 could be scrutinised by and/or on 
behalf of the Commission and certified photo-copies or micro-films/ 
microfiches of the relevant documents could be taken by the 
Commission immediately. A list of the said Archives is attached 
herewith for your kind perusal and favour of taking necessary 
action. 


Tours faithfully. 


( P.l , . :a ) 

Secretary 



Enclo i As stated above. 


Names of Archives in the Soviet Union as also in the 
residual territory of erstwhile U.S.S.R. mentioned by 
Dr. (Mrs.) Purabi Roy before the Commission * 


1# state Archive of the Russian Federation 

2, Ministry of External Affairs 

3, Russian State Military Historical Archive 

4, Russian State Library manuscript department 

5, Russian Centre for conservation and study of 
Records for modern History 

6, Former NKGB —KGB present FSB archive 
7# President's archive 

8. Stalin's archive 

9. Archives of the Far East of Russian Federation 

10. Archives in Omsk 

11. Military archives of Russian Ministry 
of Defence at Paddolsk 

| 

12. All the archives of St, Petersburg remained 
totally untouched. 

13. Archives in Irkhutsk 

14 0 Personal archive of E* Ya. Luis tern. ik 



■ t 


m 


Meeting-Proceedings (Followup)/ 15,01,2001 

4 9/ 463, 


From i Shrl M, Roy, Ias (Retd,), 
Officer on Special Duty 

To t Shrl Jayant Prasad, 

Joint secretary (AMS & CNV), 
Ministry of External Affairs, 
South Block, 

New Delhi-110001, 


Ref : Your D,0. No, 25/4 /ngo-vo1,v, 
dated January 5, 200?, 


Sir, 

I am directed to acknowledge receipt of 

j 

(1) File No,14(13)/fea/ 56 (Part-A) - Netaji Inquiry 
Committee Report (Evidence of witnesses) - 1956 j 
and 

( 2 )File No, 14 ( 13 )/FEa/ 56 (Part-B) - Netaji Inquiry 
Committee Report (Evidence of Witnesses) - 1956 
(Report from the Japanese Government )t 
which are under scrutiny and to state that the said 
documents would be returned to your Ministry when 
done withe 

Yours faithfully, 

(M. Roy) , ' r ' 0 ' 1 
Officer on Special Duty 


— 


Justice Mukherjee Commission of Inquiry 

For Inquiry Into the Alleged Disappearance of 

Netaji Sun nas Chandra Hose. 
l B ! Block, (Third Floor) 

, i 1/A Mirza Ghalib Street, Calcutta 700 0S7 


rijone: 

21G-27G5-GB & 216-233 

Fax : 

216-2765 

e- mail 

jiuciriscb@cnlj.vsnl.iid 



kj 1Mrl/ Meeting-Proceedings (Follow Up )/CaicuUa, dated, the 19.07.2000, 
48(Vol,II)/l67. 


From i Shri P.K. Sengupta, WBHJS (Retd.), 
Secretary 

* To i Shrl Jayant Prasad, 

Joint Secretary (CNV), 

Ministry of External Affairs , South Block, 
Government of India, 

How Polhi-110001. 


sir, 

with ref or once to your letter No,25/4/NGO-vol.V 
dated June 26, 2000, I am to acknowledge the receipt of 
File No, C/ 551/ 5/72-JP,Pt,IlI- Netaji Enquiry Commission 
under the Chairmanship of Minister shri shah Nawaa Khan, 
1956 which appears to. contain. the following papers i- 

"// 

(1) One letter bearing i$o*M(S)/3/73 dated 

12th September, 1973 of Shrl R,N, Mehrotra, 
Addl* Private Secretary to Ministry of 
Supply, Government of India, addressed to 
Shrl V,V, Paranjpe, Joint Secretary, 

Ministry of External Affairs, Government 
of India, 





(2) Office copy of D.o. tto,c.551/5/72^JP(II ) 
dated September 15, 1973 of shrl V.K. Nambiar, 
Under secretary (FE) addressed to Shri Aook 
Gupta, Under Secretary (Pol,), Ministry of 
Home Affairs, New Delhi, 

(3) D.O. No, 24/ 16/73-Poll, II dated September 24, 
1973 of Shri Aeok Gupta, Under secretary, 
Hiniotry of Home Affaire, Government of India, 
addrassod to Shri V.K. Nambiar, Under Secretary 
(FE), Ministry of External Affairs, How Delhi. 

(4) Office copy of lottor No,C,551/5/72-Pt.II 
dated September 26, 1973 of shri V.K* Nambiar, 
Under Secretary (FE) addresaad to shri Dav 
Raaj IjOVo, PS to Mini a tor of Supply, Hirman 
Bhnwan, Hew Delhi-11. 


(5) One papor-cutting from Hindustan Standard, 
Calcutta, dated Docombar 22, 1973. 

* 


P.T.O . 


Ovoreeae/witnesgss/2 000-01/70/ 
513. 


7th February '2001 


From i Shri P.K.Senynpta , VfDHJs (Retd.), 
Secretary. 

To i The Secretary* 

Ministry of External Affairs, 
Government of India, 

South Block, 

Now Delhi- 110001. 


Sub i Examination of living Japanese 
Witnesses. 


Si r > 


I am directed to send herewith two liBts or Witnesses 
examined before Shah Nawaz Khan Committee of Inquiry and 
Justice Hiosla Commission of Inquiry in Japan and to request 
you to kindly obtain the present address of each of the 
aforesaid Witnesses who are still living including that of 
Dr. Taneyoshi Yoshimi, through the good offices of the 
Indian Ambassador in Japan and furnish the same to the 
Commission as expeditiously as possible to enable it to 
prepare a programme for ex ami nation ^all the available 
Witnesses in Japan. 


Enclosures i As stated above. 


Yours faithfully. 



(P. K. Sengupta) 
Secretary 




(G) One prlntad copy o£ Netaji inquiry Coiwnlttevti 
neport, 195*1 i pub 1 inhod by the Pub), 1 ration 
Division, Ministry of information and Broad- . 
casting, oovarnmaut o£ India, 

I «m also to acknowledge the receipt of KW to 
Fllo C,/55l/5/72-JP-Ft-*,III- Record of evidence tendered 
before Shah Mnvnss Cor>vnittoo->l256 which appears to contain 
the following i« 

(1) Thrse unsigned typed pi^nso containing lint of 

witnesses examined by the Oorcoittoe bearing 
pag® Nog. 1 to 3* * ! 

1 

(2) Typed copy of evidence of Shri Nathura Kal angu 
Thevor, K.it«A. which eppoarc to hnv* bean 
rooorc’ad end typed .it pages bearing ho a. 1 to 0 

* out of which pago 1 is substantially mutilated 
end torn* page 2 is partly tern, pagan 3 to 7 
n;ipsaT to fchav iQtn-a illegible short cignituro 
of initial enH page B purports to bear full 
signature of Shri ThoVGr, 


. (3) Pages 9 to 415 appear to bn unauthcntioato’5 

typed pages of the evidence of. aomo vf.tn93»*>© 

I 1 purporting to havo boon recorded by th« Comalttc 0 

including some sbotchon which n.pp nnff to bner 
aoino initials, The page 415 in in mutilated 
condition* 

► 

. . (4) It also appears to contain photographs* of some 

witiicttsoe, either nlntily ci jointly with ethers 
pnd those photographs appear to boar no aerial 
numbers, . . 

The nfo rear-id tto files have been received through a 
Shri S,N, Singh, Section Officer of this Commission 
stationed in. Nev. Delhi* on 14th July, 2000 .and thot>o will 
soon be scrutinized at thiD end* But a glance through 
them indicates that those do not contain any exhibit or 
any authenticated copy or even plain copy thereof. 


Yours faithfully, 

( p, JC, Sangupta ) 

£u are t ary 

No , JKCl/ifootlnq-r rocoedln q s ( lol low-Up ) /48 (VoUS )/l67/i< l) 
* ■' Dntnd * 19, 07, £000 

Copy forwarded for information ip shri S,M, Singh, 
section Officer, j.M.c.r,* Ministry o.C Horae Affairs, North 
Block Vev Dslhi-llCOOi. 

(P. K. Gerigupta) 
tectettry 


' Llpt o£ Witnesses examined before Shah Nawaz ?<han 

Committee of Inquiry at Tokyo, Japan* 

Si. 

Ho. Name of witness, 
n ^ v 

1. Dr.T .Tasuruta 


The then Address 

3 


Occupatlonn Date et .leposlt.t 


Furukawa - Army surgeon 

173»Tsu City. Mle-Pref. of Narnmon 

Branch of 
Taihoku Army 
Hospital 

2. Shrl Teruo Hachiya 370,Harunouchi Building .Ex-Minister 

Matunouchi t Choyoda-ku, to the Provi- 
Tokyo 


15.05.1 95 r 


08.05.1956 


Shrl Narain Das 


4. Mr.Kelklchl Aral 


64. Rue Fes Tangiers. 
French Morocco. 


9, 3-Chome poncho, 
Nlhonbashi, Chuo-ku, 
Tokyo, Japan 


08.05.195 6 


sional Govt . 
of Axed Hind. 

Ex -Housing 
Secretary Indian 
Independence 
League .Saigon 
Branch 

Director, The 09.05.1956 
Society, of Polymer 
Science Japan, 

Lecturer of Tokyo 
University , 

Lecturer of Keio 
University 


5. Saburo I soda 


Manbaroachl .Tanogun, 
Gumma Prefee. 


6. Shrl J. Murti 

7* Ex.Lt.Col.Shiro 
Nonog a ki 


Ex-Lt .General 
Chief of Hikari 
Kikan 

Not available 


10.05*1956 

fir 

12.05.195 6 

11.05.1956 

14.05.1956 


760, Asagaya 1 -Chora© 

Suginamiku, Tokyo 

Manager, Osaka Branch, Vide Col .3 
Tokyo Kogyo Boyeki 
Shokai Ltd. ,2nd floor, 

Histui Bank Senba 
Branch, 5,2-Chome, 

Kitya-Kyuho ji-Machi , 

iT Higashl-ku, Osaka (Japan) j } 

8, Mr. Kinjl Hatanabe 644, Akai-Cho.Nara City .Ex-Interpreter , 14.05*1956 


9. Dr. T .Tasuruta 


10. Mr. Sato-Kaso 


11. Major Taro Kono 




Japan 

Furukawa-173. 

Tsu City, Mle-Pref. 

Mynken-Motoyo Soke a, 
Otachlmoora .Tsatomai , 
Go ju Kyu Ban, No. 5 9 

No. 552, Asagaya-2, 
Suginaralker, Tokyo 


Hikari Kikan 

Ex -Medical Officer .15 .05 .1956 
Nammon Military 
Hospital .Taihoku 

Ex-Soldier Grade I 16*05.1956 

13 6, Air Unit 

Taihoku 

Printing Business 16.05.1956 
In Toi|yo 


12* Col. Sugiy^ Miyata 1073 Kavanoe City, Japan Air Staff officer 17.05.1956 

Taihoku 

Ex-Staff Officer, 

15th Japanese Armyl7 . 05 .1 956 


- yfy 

13. Major Takahashl 
Ihaho 


Ka nag aw a Ken Zushi 
Shi 607, Japan 


Cont.P.2 


t 2 t 




)< tvame of Witnesses 

The then Address 

Occupation V 


l-V 2 

3 

4 

5 

14. Col. Mura ji Yano 

Kagoshlmaken Kokubu 
Shi Muke. 1751 

Ex-Chief of 2nd 
Section .Southern 
Army H.Q .Saigon. 

18.05.1956 

15. Major Maeaharu 

Kino shit a 

No. 1233 Kugahara-cho , 
Qtaku, Tokyo 

Ex -Duty officer 
Imperial General 
H.Q. , Tokyo 

21.05.1956 

16. Lt.Col .Morio Takakura 

Ex-Staff Officer, Vide Col. 3. 

Imperial General Head- 
quarters, Tokyo. 

21.05.1956 

17. Mr.Tatsuo Hayashida 

n 

Fukuoka City, 

No.l , Haru Yoshl, 
Street , Japan. 

Ex-second Lt . 
Administrative 
Section .Formosan 
Array H.Q.,Taihoku 

22,05,1956 

18. Dr.Taneyoshi Yoahiroi 

19. Shri Satyendranath 

Takajocho Kiyasaki- 
ken, Japan 

* 

Of £icer-in-charge 
Nammon Military 
Hospital .Taihoku. 

22.05.1956 
£• 

23.05.1956 

Sen 

Nol , 1-Chome . Nakame- Ex-Member of the 
guro , Meg uro-ku .Tokyo Territorial Commi- 
ttee of I.I.L. 

Japan 

23 . 05 . 1 95 6 

20, Ex-bt .Col .Shihuya 
MaBarwrl 

* 

Hiyangi-ken, Tsutagon 
Sanbunni-cho Machi- 
Oura No. 43. 

Ex -Air Force Staff 
Officer, Formosan 
Army, Taihoku. 

24.05.1956 

21* Ex-Captain H aka to 

Nakamura (now Makato 

Fukuoka Ken Ornta, 

25- Yamano Ovey Qio, 

Ex— of ficer— in— 
Charge Taihoku 

25.05.1956 

Yamamoto) 

Japan 

Aerodrome 


22. Mrs .Makato Yamamoto 

■ k 

Fukuoka Ken-Omta, 

2 5 -Yamano Owey Cho, 
Japan 

Ex-Clerk. Communi- 
cation Bureau, 
Taihoku Airport 

25 .05 .1956 

23. Ex -Major Kenichi 

Sakai 

4 Aza-Mlho .Furukawa , 
Aomori city .Japan 

Ex -Battalion 
Commander-in-Charge 

28^05.1956 

4% 

I 

Aerodrome Defence, 


% 

i r 

t 

Taihoku 

■ • 

24. Mr. Kazuo Mitul , 

■ 

r 

Fukuoka Wakamatau- 
shi, 15 Nishi Hata- 
machl , Japan 

Ex-Mediciil Orderly 
Taihoku Rikugun . 
Byoyin Na&fnon 
{Military jHospital , 
Taihoku. 

29.05.1956 

25. Mr. Juichi Nakamura 

No. 27, Nichome sakura 
Machi, Fukuoka City, 
Tokyo 

i 

Ex-employee in the 
Foreign; Office 
Taiwan. 1 

30.05.1956 

26. Rev. Kyoei Mochizuki 

** 

Head Priest of Renkoj 
Temple (Netaji Shrine | 
130, 2-Chome Koenji 
Suginaml-ku, Tokyo 

1 Vide Col. 3. 

• 

30.05.1956 

27. Ex-KJeneral Haruki 
Isayama 

5624 Sa jo Machi, Seta 
ttaya-Ku, Tokyo 

Ex -Chief of the 
General Staff 
Formosan Army. 

31,05.1956 


Cont .p.3 



I 3 t 




Si. 

No. Name of Witnesses 

~t~ Tyr- 

28, Rev.Hotta Hideroeru 

29. Mr. M. Miyoshi 

* ' f§. 

c , S :V 

30* Ex-Major 3* Nagatomo 

\ ' - <■ 

31. Mr.Naokichi Kitazawa 


32* Mr. Kojl Asada 

\ 


The then Address 




Priest of Higashi 
Honganjl Temple, 

No. 3113, Shot at a , 
Saori-cho, Amagun, 
Ai chi-Ken, Tokyo 

36, Satsuki Cho, 
Fukuahima Shi, 
Fukuehima Ken, Japan 



Vide Col . 3 31.05.1956 


Ex-Medical 01.06.1956 

Orderly * 

Rikugun Byoin, 

Taihoku Mili- 
tary Hospital , 

Taihoku. 


Kiyazaki-ehl , Ex-staff Officer, 

2828, Nakamura Machi . Taiwan Army H.Q. 
Japan at Taiwan. 


Member of the House 
of Representatives, 
Tokyo 


2326-2 Chome, Horn 
Machi Koku Bunji, 
Tokyo 


Ex -be put y to 02.06.1956 

the Japanese 
Ambassador at 
Rangoon. 

Ex-biplomatic 02.06,1956 
Attache to the 
Govt • of B urma . . 


33* Col# J*G*Figg«6B 

Military Attache, 

Ex-Staff Of fic- 65. 06. 195 6 


British Embassy in 

er to Lt. 

- t ■ , j . 

Tokyo 

General Gairdner, 

then Personal 


4. 

r 

Representative 
of the Prima 

4* 


Minister of the 

U.K. to General 



Mac Arthur. 




a 



JKCI/UOC (FOR)/ 9 9 -20 00/ 5 6/ 490 


31.01.2001 


From i shri P.K. 3®ngupta, KBJUS (Retd.)* 

Secretary 

To t secretary* Ministry of External Affairs, 
Oovarmsont of India* South Bloclc * 

Hew Delhi-110001. 

Ref t This office letter Wo.J>4C;:/DOC (FOR)/ 
99-2000/56/310 dated froveiabor 1* 2000 
and D.o, letter No . 2 5/ 4/ !t;o -voi . V . 
dated November 6* 2000 of the Joint 
Secretary (cw)» Ministry of External 
Affaire* addressed to the Director 
General of Archives. 


Sir* 

With reference to the above* X am directed to state 
that the Hon * bio Chairman of the Co trains ion has desired to 
visit U.K. in the l ast week of April. 2001 end remain 
present during the period of study of the declassified 
files/ records lying in the British Library in London to be 
made by the Commission jointly with the National Archives 
of India. 

He has further desired to examine there some witnesses 
like* Lord Peter Archer* Lord Malcon Rif kind (former Foreign 
Secretary of the British Parliament)* and Co in el Hugh Toys 
who* from the affidavits filed end evidence given on oath/ 
affirmation by Dr. (lira*) Furabl Roy before the Commission 
appear to be competent witnesses* besides other local 
witnesses* if any* who may show their Interest to depose 
before the Commission in response to the public notice to bsm 
issued by the commission from London for the purpose of 
such hearing. 

X am further directed to otete .that in the interest o5 
economy the Hon *ble Chairman has desired that only the 
Secretary of the Commission* Shri P.K. Sengupta* will accompany 
him in anticipation that the required personnel (like* 
Stenographers, Assistants* and other supporting personnel) 
and the equipments (like, tape-recorders* tyr*a -writers , etc , ) 
for the purpose of tha proposed hearing would b© provide*! 
by th® office of High Commissioner of India in London and to 
request you to advise the High Og.Tsslsaion of India in London 


contd. . 4 P.2. 


* 2 l 


* 


accordingly ns also to take necessary action comprehend tv$»l'. 
so that tha Commi salon can snoothly travel to U.K.. inspect 
the declassified documents in the British Library, London, 
record do position o£ relevant witnesses there with proper 
public notice and coma back to India on completion of the 
tour which io likely to be for a period of three or four 
weeks. 

An early reply is solicited. 



<P, K. Sengupta) 
Secretary 


NO. JHCr/DOC (FOft ?/9 9— 2000/56/ 490(2} Dated s 31.01.2001. 

(1) Copy forwarded to the secretary. Ministry of Home 
Affairs, Government of India, North Block, 

New Delhi-110001, for information and favour of 
taking necessary action, Thie has reference to 
our letter Ko.jhci/doc (FOR )/99~2QOQ/56/233 
dated August 23, 2000 and our endorsement Ho, 
JHCI/EGC <rOR)/99-2Q00/5S/247 dated September 11, 
2000 . 

(2) Copy forwarded to Dr. Sukuraar Barkar, Director 
General of Archives, oovernment of India, Jan path , 
New Delhi -110001. Thin has reference to his D.o, 

F. Wo, 25-2 ( 9 )/ 2 000.CC. dated Decider 5, 2000. 


* 



(P. Km Sengupta) 
Secretary 




A 


, a'n'if 





A R C H E I O N 

DR 5UKUMAR SARKAR 
Director General cf Archives 
Govt of India 
Tele No 3353436 
Pax 0091-11-3384127 


UplHriRIR 
MRS 3RZPR 

'vITOI, ^ f^ccfl - 130 oo 

NATIONAL ARCHIVES OP INDIA 
JANPATH, NEW DEI HI - 1 10001 



Dated the 


D ,U.F .No ,25-2 (9 )/2000 ,CC, 


Dear Shri Sengupta 


- 5 DEC 20™1 


^5 



2V- 


& 


Kindly refer to your letter no . JMCI/D0C/FGR/99-2000/ 
56/310, dated 1.11,2000, addressed to Sh . Jayant Prasad, 

Joint Secretary, Ministry of External Affairs, copy endorsed 
to National Archives of India, regarding the proposed visit 
by a team of officials to the British Library, London to 
examine records connected with Netaji. 

In til is connection, I would request you to kindly 


v In this connection, I would request you to kindly 
yr Uadvise us about the views of the Commission in respect of the, 
V likely dates of visit so that we ma^-be a blester" seek administ 
v) ralive/4pproval of our parent Ministry of/- Tourism & Culture 


f 


i 


pproval of our parent Ministry 

deputation of National ArchiiJes-'lJf f icial . You are 
quested to take up t he matter for deputation of .other] | 
I s f r om_ the_ Comm i s_s±_q n and other Institutions In i 

Connection with the travel and other expenses. National 
^Archives has already, offered to meet the cost of microfilm 
copies of the sleeted documents from British Library, London 
after obtaining necessary expenditure sanction from Department 
of Culture, Government of India, 


An early reply is 
to proceed further. 

With regards, 


solicited please, to enable us 


Yours sincerely, 


J [\ vt u- <- \ 

(S.Sarkar) '/ 


Shri P.K. Sengupta , 

Secretary , 

Justice Mukberiee Commission of Inquiry, 
1 B 1 Block, 

Third Floor, 

ll/A, Mirza Qialib Street, 

Calcutta - 700087, 


- 


/ • t 



j|TT* 


Jay ant Prasad 
Joint Secretary(CNV) 

Tel:301 -1 357 & Fax: 379-2285 


No.25/4/NGO-Voi.V 
Dear Shri Sengupta, 


1 ' i 

frf^FT TOI, 

MINISTRY OF EXTERNAL AFFAIRS 




This is further to' our letter of even number dated September 18, 2000 
regarding the de-cl assified British Government records that might have some bearing 
on the mandate of the Commission. 



2. At our behest, our High Commission had promptly written to British 

Foreign Office in the matter. The Foreign Office, in tum, contacted the Head of the 
Oriental India Office Library Collections at the British Library. The Head of the 
India Office Library has conveyed that he would welcome a visit from the National 
Archives of India and/or Justice Mukherjee Commission of Inquiry to examine the 
records. ,The High Commission has further been informed that these Files have 
additionally been transferred to microfiche, which can be purchased should there be 
a further need to study the information back in India. We are nyw inquiring about the 
purchase price of the microfiche records 


3. Meanwhile, the High Commission also received a letter from the Oriental 

and India Office Collections of the British Library regarding the preparations that 
will be required to ensure that the visit by the Justice Mukherjee will be successful. I 
am enclosing a self-explanatory copy of this letter. 





4. We are now awaiting the response of the Commission to the suggestions 

made by us for an in situ examination of the newly available declassified British 
records. 


Shri P.K. Sengupta, WBHJS(Retd.) 
Secretary 

Justice Mukherji Commission of Inquiry 
Calcutta. 


Yours sincerely, 



J^yaru Prasad 




CC : Shri Nareshwar Dayal, High Commissioner of India, London. 
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MrSKMandal 
1'iie High Commission of India 
^ India House 
Aldwych 
London 
WC2B 4NA 
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COLLECTIONS 
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Dear Mr Mandal 


" / ' 


Following a telephone conversation with Miss Travis, I am writing to explain the preparations that 
will be necessary to ensure that the visit by the Justice Mukherji Commission will be successful. 1 
have discussed the visit with Graham Shaw and we are agreed that they will find it most 
convenient to obtain British Library readers’ passes as they will then be able to use our reading 
room. This will give them the flexibility to come and go as they please within our opening hours of 
9-30 to 17-00 Tuesday to Saturday and 10-00 to 17-00 on Mondays. 


If you can let me know the names of the members of the Commission who will be visiting, 1 can 
authorise the application forms in advance. However, the individual members will need to fill in 
the rest of the form on arrival and go to the Reader Admissions Office to be photographed and 
have the pass produced. If you can let me know the date and time of their arrival, either 1 or a 
colleague will meet them and help them through the admissions process. 


You may be interested to know that the records of t he Indian Political Intelligence have jus t been 
fil med and wil l shortly be available as a mic ro-fiche publica tion, ft is not necessary to buy the 
whole series - one can buy only those of specific interest. 


I shall be absent for most of this week and next. On my return l shall be happy to cooperate in 
making the visit go smoothly. 

\ 

Yours sincerely 



Mrs P A Brook 

Head of India Gllicc Records 

L-mail: pcnny.brook@bl.uk 




MINISTRY OF EXTERNAL AFF 
NEW DELHI 




Jayant Prasad 
Joini Secretary (CNV) 
Tel.No.301 1357 
Fax No. 379 2285 






No. 25/4/NGO/Vol.V 


Dear Shri Sengupta, 


September 18, 2000 


1 am writing apropos your letter of August 28, 2000 regarding the declassified 
British Government records (comprising some 700 files) that might have some bearing on 
the mandate of the Commission on which Justice Mukheijee had been in touch directly 
with our High Commissioner in London, Shri Nareshwar Dayal. I regret it has taken us a 
while to respond to your letters since I had been continuously on tour abroad. 

Our High Commission is pursuing with the British Foreign Office the possibility 
of retrieving from the British authorities any available documentation pertaining to Netaji 
Subbas Chandra Bose that may be contained in the 700 unpublished files originating in 
the India Office’s Public and Judicial Department in London, which are now public and 
have been placed with the India Office Records, Oriental and India Office Collections, 
London. 

Meanwhile, the Ministry of External Affairs recommends that the Commission 
^ 1/s hould arrange to visit London for a n in-sifu examination of the files to find out whether 
^ or not they contain any material relevant to the work of the Commission . Alternately, 
they could mandate the Director, National Archives of India, to undertake this task on 
behalf of the Commission. Our High Commissioner in London has been consulted on this 
and concurs fully in this suggestion. 


u 


Yours sincerely, 




Javan 1 Prasad 


Shri P.K. Sengupta 

Secretary, Justice Mukherjee Commission of Enquiry 
Calcutta 


ayafo 
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ustite 'Monoj ‘J\\unar Mu^fierjee 

tytir^r Judge, Supreme Court of India 
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GO 359. Salt Lake City (Sector III) Calcutla 700 09 1 


D.O, NO, JMCl/DQC/FOR/ 99 - 2000 / 56 /l 25 ( 


June 12 f 2000 



Dear 


3>, 


| 


You are possibly aware that Government of India has 
appointed a One-Member Commission of Inquiry with me as its 
Chairman to inquire into all the facts and pircumstances 
related to disappearance of Netaji Subhas Chandra Bose, 

One of the parties participating in the inquiry is 
headed by Sri Anil Mukherjee, Deputy Speaker of the West Bengal 
Legislative Assembly. He had, on his own/ written a letter to the 
Deputy High Commissioner, British Deputy High Commission, Calcutta 
on March 1, 2000 asking, Inter-alia, for certain declassified war 
records from the British Government regarding Netaji Subhas 
Chandra Bose. In reply thereto. Press fi. Public Affairs Adviser of 
the British Deputy High Commission informed Sri Mukherjee that 
about 700 unpublished files are with the India Office Records, 
Oriental and India Office Collections, London and those files can 
be seen by researchers In that office only. A copy of the said 
letter has been forwarded to my office by Sri Mukherjee, 

As I will be in London from 20th to 22nd June, 2000 on 
a private visit I would like to avail of an opportunity of talking 
to you over the above matter. It will, therefore, be highly appre- 
ciated if you kindly make it convenient to fix a time for that 
purpose. While in London, I will be staying with my brother 
Sri Moloy Mukherjee at 81, Templars Avenue, Golders* Green, London, 
NW 11 (Telephone no. 208-455-0560) 

vOi t 


Sri Nareshwar Dayal 
Hon'ble High Commissioner, 

High Commission of India In U.K. 

# f 


Yours sincerely, 


j<^ 
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Justice M.K. Mukherjee Commission of Inquiry 


Proceedings dated 17.01.2001 (Seventh) 

Held at the Seminar Hall, Annexe Building, Mahajati Sadan, 
166, Chittaranjan Avenue, Calcutta 700 007 


Proceedings 


17 th January 2001 




In terms of the order passed in the last sitting of the Commission on 22.12.2000, 
the two applications (filed through affidavits) by Shri Kamal Pande, Secretary to the 
Government of India, Ministry of Home Affairs, and Shri Jarnail Singh, a Joint Secretary 
in the Prime Minister's Office, claiming privilege in respect of the contents of the 
documents referred to in their respective applications have been taken up for further 
hearing , 

At the commencement of the hearing Mr. Paul, has submitted that lest the 
Commission holds that Shri Jarnail Singh being a Joint Secretary is not competent to 
claim privilege in view of the provisions of Sections 123 of Die Evidence Act, he may be 
permitted to tile a supplementary affidavit affirmed by Shri R.K. Singh, Secretary in the 
Prime Minister's office fully supporting the claim of Shri Jarnail Singh within a day or two. 
The prayer has been allowed. Thereafter the learned Counsel for the parties, including 
the learned Counsel for Government of India, have been heard at length on the claim of 
privilege. Necessary Orders in this regard will be passed in rjue course. 

j i ; (M.K. Miiklieryje) 

Chairman. 

‘ 1 

i u 




ORDER 



\ 


25 . 1.2001 


Sri Kamal Pande, Secretary td' the Govern- 
ment of India, Ministry of Home Affairs, has filed 
an application through an affidavit claiming pri- 
vilege in respect of the following files pertaining 
to Netaji Subhas Chandra Bose 

ij Bringing the ashes-of Netaji kept 
. i in Renkoji Temple in Tokyo, Japan 

to India; and 

iij Posthumous announcement of award of 
'Bharat Ratna ' to Netaji, ; 

i 

The privilege has been claimed under .Sections 123 
and 124 of the Evidence Act and Article 74 (2) of 
the Constitution of India. i 

i 

Similar claim under Sections 123 and 124 

of the Evidence Act has been made in another affi- 

: 

davit bySri Jarnail Singh, a Joint Secretary in the Prime 
Minister's Office, in respect of documents dealing 
with the following issues 

i) Controversies regarding Netaji 's death 

/ 

and bringing his ashes in India from 
^ Japan ; and 

i) Identity of Mrs. Anita Puff, daughter 
of Netaji Subhas Chandra Bose. 

Later on, with the permission of the Commission 
Sri N.K. Singh, Secretary in the Prime Minister's 


\ 



* I • 
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Office has filed a supplementary affidavit supporting 
the claim of Sri Jarnail Singh. The learned Counsel 
for the deponents before the Commission raised a 
threshold question as to the maintainability of the 

I 

claim on the grounds that none of the affidavits 

pecififi* the documents in respect of which privilege 

* 1 

was being claimed nor do they indicate the reasons 
why it is apprehended that their disclosure would 
lead to injury to public interest. To bring home 
their contentions they have taken me through the 
averments made in the affidavits and relied on various 
judgments of the Supreme Court in this regard. Parti- 
cular reference has been made to the Constitution 
Bench judgments of the Supreme Court in State of 
Punjab vs. S.S. Singh, AIR 1961 S.C. 493 wherein * 

Ga jendragadkar J. (asHis Lordship then was), speaking 
for' the majority, observed as under 

" The sole and the only test which should deter- 
mine the decision of the head of the department 

t f 

is injury to public interest and nothing else. 

i 

Since it is not unlikely that ^extraneous and 

I 

collateral purposes may operate in the mind 
of the person claiming the privilege it is 
necessary to lay down certain rules in respect 
/of the manner in which the privilege should be 

1 ; claimed. We think, that in such cases the 

1 

. privilege should be claimed generally by the 

• \ ■ 

Minister in charge who is the political head of 
j the department concerned; if not, the Secretary 
1 of the department who is the departmental head 
.should make the claim; and the claim should 
always be made in the form of an affidavit. 

When the affidavit is made by the Secretary the 
Court may, in a proper case, require an affida- 
vit of the Minister himself. The affidavit 

■ ■ T — - 

should show that each document In question has 




• « * 


3 


3 


t 


been carefully read and considered, and the 

person' makino the affidavit is satisfied 

* * 

that its disclosure v/ould lead to public 

in jury. If there are a series of documents' 
included in a file it should appear from 
the. affidavit that each one of the documents, 
whose disclosure is objected to, has been 
duly considered by the authority concerned. 

The affidavit should also indicate briefly 

within permissible limits the reason why it 

is apprehended that their disclosure would 

lead to injury to public Interest "(emphasis 
supplied ) . 

h; 

■ \ 

Reliance was also placed in Amarchand Butayel vs. 

Union of India, AIR 1964 SC 1658 wherein the above 
quoted principle was reiterated. Lastly, the attention 

i 

of the Commission was drawn to the following passage 

from the judgment of Supreme Court in R.K.Jain vs. 

Union of India (1993) 4 SCC page 120. 

* 

"It is now settled law that the initial 
claim for public interest immunity to 
produce unpublished official records for 
short "State documents" should be made 
through an affidavit generally by the 
Minister concerned, in his absence by the 
Secretary of the department , or head of the 
department. In the latter case the court 
may require an affidavit of ; the Minister 

himself to be filed. The affidavit should 

— .. . 

indicate that the documents in question 

have been carefully read and considered 

1 ■ " 1 ~ 1 1 * ■ ‘ " i - 1 1 

and the deponent has been satisfied. 
supported bv reasons or arounds valid and 

u, ‘ — " ” 1 * "" i * 1 1 — 

qermane, as to why it is apprehended that 

- - f— ■ " ^ 

public interest would be injured by dlsclo- 


/ 


« . # A 
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sure of the document su-" r or t,, d or called for. 

If the court finds the affidavit unsatisfactory 

a further opportunity may be given to file 

additional affidavit or he may be summoned for 

cross-examina ti on . . If the court is satisfied 
from the affidavit and the reasons assigned 
for withholding production or disclosure, the 
Court may pass an appropriate order in that 

4 I 

behalf* ” (emphasis supplied) * ■ 

i 

i 

* i 

i 

+ * 

In responding to the above contentions of the 
learned Counsel for the deponents, Mr, Pal appearing 
for the Union of India submitted that the affidavits 
clearly indicate that the privilege has been claimed 
in the line of the observations of the Supreme Court 
in the above cases and therefore, no exception could 
be taken to the same. He, however, fairly submitted 
that if the Commission felt that the affidavits were 

unsatisfactory, theSecretaries concerned may be given 

i 

an opportunity to file additional affidavits, as 
observed by Supreme Court in R.K.Jain (Supra). 

, ; 7 

To find an answer to the above questions 
I have carefully gone through the affidavits and files. 
Unlike the affidavits filed on behalf of the Prime 

i 

Minister's Office wherein-not only the documents have 
been specifically mentioned but also the notes appea- 
ring therein (Annexure I and IA respectively to the 
a.ff idavits ) , in -respect of which privilege has been 
claimed,, the Ministry of Home Affairs have claimed 
privilege in respect of the entire contents of their 
two files. On perusal thereof, I find that these files 
not only contain official notes and correspondences 
between the Ministry of Home Affairs, Prime Minister's 
Office and other Ministries but also reqords of Par- 
liamentary proceedings, newspaper cuttings, open 


J - 


letters sent by eminent citizens to the Ministry of 

Home Affairs and similar other documents. Apparently the i 
latter class of documents cannot answer the description 
of 'secret' documents nor do they assume -such a charac- 
ter simply by their inclusion in files marked 
" TOP SECRET", In that context, it was obligatory on 
the part of the Secretary of Ministry of Home Affairs 
to specify the documents in respect of which privilege 
was being claimed. So far as furnishing of the reasons 
as to why it is apprehended that the disclosure of the 
documents in the files would lead to injury to public 
interest is concerned, the only reason "that has been 
given in the affidavit is that disclosure of the 
records would cause injury to India's relation with 
some friendly foreign countries. Whether the above • 
reason is appropriate one or not need not be decided 
at this stage but suffice it to say that the reason 
is not ever! available to other documents appearing 
in the files. In all such circumstances, the Ministry 

of Home Affairs was also required to indicate the 
* . * 
specific reasons for which the contents of the other 

relevant documents in the file should. not be disclosed. 


For the foregoing discussion, the Secretary, 
Ministry of Home Affairs is directed to file a supple- 
mentary affidavit regarding their claim of privilege 
keeping in view the observations made hereinbefore 
and the' principle laid, down by the Supreme Court as to 
the /manner in which it is to be claimed. The supplemen- 
tary affidavit should be filed within a month of 
communication of this Order. Let a copy of this Order 
alongwith the files received from the Ministry of Home 

; a 

Affairs be sent for their response. • 



• , * , 6 
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So far as the affidavits of Prime Minister's 
Office are concerned, they undoubtedly specify the 
documents anct the notes in respect of which privilege 
is claimed,. As regards the documents pertaining to the 
identity of Mrs, Anita Puff, daughter of Netajl Subhas 
Chandra Bose, the same are not relevant to the terms 
of reference and hence the same may be sent back. The 
other documents and notes relate to correspondence 
between the Prime Minister's Office and the Home 

' i 

Ministry; and the same also find place In the files 
of Ministry of Home Affairs in respect of which 
privilege has been claimed. In all such ‘circumstances, 
appropriate 6rders regarding the merits of the claim 
c^f privilege in respect of those documents will be' 
made on receipt of response of the Ministry of Home 
Affairs to this Order. ; 


Hi ' 
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Justice M.K. Mukherjee Commission of Inquiry 

Proceedings dated 22.12.2000 (Sixth ) 

Held al tile Seminar Hail. Annexe Uuilding, Malmjati Sadaii. 

166, CluUaranjan Avenue, Calcutta 7U0 007 

A. Examination of Witnesses 

ii * ' *?T 


'^December 22, 2000 


I. Dr. Purabi Roy (C.W.10), who was examined in part on the last date 
of hearing (November 23, 2000}, has been examined further. In couise of 

i 

her examination she has produced 55 doquments in 26 folders along with a 

I 1 

I 

list thereof and those documents have been marked Z, Z( a j, Zi, h to Zm. 

i i 

i i 

ZiG(a), Zi 7 to Z&, Z25(a}i Zjz, Z 2 Z 28 16 7m :and Zxo (three documents 

* I 

collectively) for identification. On conclusion' of her examination Shri 
Jayanta Roy has been examined on oath (C.W.11), Thereafter, Slid V.P 

Bhalia, an Under Secretary to the Government of India, Ministry of Homo 

) % 

\ Affairs has been examined (C.W.12). In course of his examination , ho h;r. 
*r;. v ; [ identified the documents referred to in paragraph 3(b) (i) of the order dated 
September 28, 2000, (papers relating to the Khosla Commission of Inquiiy) 
and proved that those documents have been produced from proper custody 
The other witness, SmL Prava Jagannath3n, to whom summons was senl 
by registered post at the address available on record, is neither present nor 

i 

has the A/D Card been received. On receipt of the same, appropriate order:; 

■ i * 

will be’ passed. Till her present correct address is made' available, the 
question of resummoning her does not arise. 


m 

•Va . 


II. Shri Samar Guha, who has been cited as a witness in more than on" 
affidavit filed before the Commission, is now seriously ill and bed-ridden, t R 

a 

has, however, expressed his willingness to be examined as a witness at in 
residence. Accordingly, his examination on commission has been fixed nn 
January 10, 2001 at 1.G9 P.M. a! his residence at 8/2, Central Hart 
Jadavpur, Calcutta 700 032. The parties/Advocates present, have H - • 

* v 

intimated about the venue, date and time of his examination. 


Com it 





III. Mr. Keshab Bhaltacharya, learned Counsel appearing for the deponenl:; 
in JMCI/19/2000, filed an appiicalioa on December 21, 2000 alleging [licit 
certain questions pul by him to Sliri Suman Chattopadhyay (C.W.6), and Ihc 
answers given by the latter thereto have not beep recorded; and he has, 

1 * 1 1 *} , . * * j ' t 

\ , * * 

.accordingly, prayed for incorporating those 1 questions -and answers in (he 

T , ; ■ *1^ , I . * * 

deposition of Shri Chattopadhyay. While it is trne dial Mr. Bhaltacharya did 

■ mV’ 1 ' ’ • - * j . >■ 

put some questions to Shri Chattopadhyay and the latter gave answers, both 
the questions and the answers were disallowed as irrelevant*. The application 

Si ' j i 

filed by Mr. Bhattacharya is, therefore, rejected. \ 


i ! 


B. ‘ Re: Hearing on the question of privilege 


r 

. ■ ■ ■ ■ V|t i \ . ♦ 

t , . J*. I, J . * ; 

- U -t-lll/th'' : ' , * * , # 

* After completion of the examination of the witnesses present, Mr. 

: I 

:fi/;'Tarakeswar Pal, learned Counsel appearing for the Government of India, 

. ft* \ * V u* v - * I 

/ ’«■ ' ■ 

' starts making his submission in support cjf the two applications filed by Sliri 
/Kamal Pande,' Secretary to the Government of India, Ministry of Home Affairs 
: 'and Shri Jamail Singh, Joint Secretary in the Prime Minister’s Office, claiming 

* * i 

privilege in respect of the contents of the documents referred to in tfieir 

.. ■ i i 

respective applications; On the prayer of Mr. Pal, and of the other learned 

above question is adjourned till Hie 


VI, V, 

.Counset/parties, further hearing on the a 

f: f next sitting of the Commission. 

* 1 * 

.a-tv.- ■ . . ; 


V. In compliance with the order as contained in paragraph 6(ii) of the 
Proceedings dated November 23, 2000, Shri D.C. Vajpai, Commissioner of 
Police, Calcutta and Shri A.K. Sen Deputy Inspector General of Police, I.B., 
West Bengal (since retired), have submitted their explanations. Considering 
their explanations it is felt that no further action need be taken in the matter. 


Could... pG 


J 


C. Other Mattaers/Qroers 


% 


m 


* 


$ 

VI. The allenlion of the respective Miriislries/Offices is once more drawn 

r 

i 

to the directions contained in paras B.1, B.4, B,5 and B.7 of the order dated 

i r : - 

November 23, 2000. Last chance is giver) to the respective Ministries/offices 

t 

to comply will] the same by January 31, 2001, failing which, appropriate legal 

i 

action will be taken against the officers concerned for wiiful non-compliance 
with the said orders/directions. 


D. Next Hearing 



Vlt. The next hearing of the Commission will be held on January 1 7, 200 1 

■ 

at 11.00 A.M. in the Seminar Hall of Mahajati Sadan, Annexe Building, 1GG, 

i 

Chittaranjan Avenue, Calcutta - 700 007 whicjh shall be confined to the issue 
of privilege claimed. ! I 



* / 


K A 
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(a 

(iM.lv. IMuklicrjccJ 
Chairman. 
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Justice M.K. Mukherjee Commission of Itjquiry^ 

Proceedmqs dated 23.1 1 .2000 (Fifth) 

licit! at the Seminar Hall, Annexe Building, Mahajati Sadan, 

166, CUillaranjan Avenue, Calcutta 700 007 

1 ■ m 

A. Examination of Witnesses 


November 23 2000 1. Of the witnesses summoned, Shri Suman Chaltopadhyay, Shri 

Anindya Sengupta, Shri Damn Sengupla, Shri Pabitra Ghosh, Dr. Purabi 
Roy and Shri Jayanla Roy are present. Shri Suman Chaltopadhyay, Shri 
Barun Sengupta, Shri Anindya Sengupla and Shri Pabitra Kumar Ghosh 
have been duly examined on oath as witness Nos, 6, 7, 8, and 9 
respectively and then discharged. Some documents have been admitted 
into evidence and marked as Exhibits G, 6a and 6a/1 on admission by the 
C.W.6, Exhibits, 7 to 7w on admission by the C.W.7, Exhibit 8 on admission 

by C.W.8 and Exhibits 9 to 9m on admission by C.W.9, without any objection 

j 

by any^of the parties. The examination of Dr. Purabi' Roy as C.W.1 0 is now 
taken up. In her examination she testifies that the statements that she made 
in her affidavit filed before the Commission are correct. Accordingly, the 
affidavit filed by her is marked Exhibit 10. However, her examination cannot 

t 

' be concluded as she intends to bring on record a number of documents for 
which no list is forthcoming and many of which are in Russian language. Dr. 
Rby is, therefore, asked to file a list of documents and the translated version 
in English of those written in Russian language, with a supporting affidavit 

, i 

that the translation has been done correctly and. truly. To enable her to 

p i 

' comply with the above directions, her further examination is deferred till the 

next hearing and she is asked to appear on that 'date. The suggestion of 

some pf the parlies present that the documents in Russian language be 

translated by some other translator and not by Dr. Roy, ps she figures as an 

witness, will be considered if and when any genuine complaint is made 

* 

about the authenticity of the translation. Examination of Sri Jayanta Roy is 

-i 

'. also deferred as from the affidavit filed by Dr. Roy it appears that he is 
/,/ i supposed to corroborate her testimony. j 

i 

. 2, The other witness summoned, namely, Smt. Propha Jagannalhan, is 

not present though summons was duly sent by speedpost to her at her 
address as furnished to the Commission. jLet fresh summons be served 


Could... p/2 
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asking her lo appear on Ihe next dale of heprtng. Let summons be also 
served upon Sri Jayanla Roy to appear on that; date. 

t , 

; i 

i 

/ * 

j ■ > 

* 

B. Further Orders/Directjons/Observations 

lo T ■ — J ■. — | 

I f 1 

# I j * 

‘ i 

t | * 

\ 

1. The prayer of Sml. Archana Ranjan, Director, Prime Minister’s office, 

* * ' ' * 

seeking 15 days' time to file a consolidated affidavit covering all the points 

5 ; \ 

mentioned in the proceedingiof. the Commission from lime to time is allowed. 
The above office is directed to file the same by 10.12.2000 through an 
officer not below Ihe rank of a Joint Secretary. 

2. In spite of repeated directions, no representative of (he Ministry of 

Home Affairs has yet come to identify the documents referred lo in 

/ 

paragraph 3(bJ(i) of the order dated September 23, 2000 and prove their 

authenticity. f . 

* 

3. : The application filed by Shri Kama! Pandey, Secretary, Ministry of 

Home Affairs, Government of India claiming privilege under Sections 123 
and 124 of the Evidence Act and Article 74{2) of the Constitution of India in 
respect of the contents of the files mentioned in paragraph B(ii) of the 
proceedings dated August 31, 2000 will be taken up for hearing in the next 
sitting. ; 

i 

4. • The. documents', mentioned in paragraph 3{b}(iii) of the order dated 

* 

September 28, 2000 have neither been produced nor any explanation 
offered for such failure. ; 

5. .The directions contained in paragraph C(i) of the order dated August 
31, 2000 have not been fully complied with, in that, the complete original 
records of the proceedings of the Shah Nawaz Khan Committee of Inquiry 
including the evidence recorded and the documents produced before the 
said Committee have not yet been sent. However, four letters, one paper 
cutting, /One printed copy of the report of the Committee, one partly torn copy 
of the statement of one Shri Mathura Malanga Thevgr, MLA bearing some 
initials and one full signature purported to be of Shri Thevor, some 

photographs of witnesses and 407 pages 1 , typed but unauthenticaled, 

* - * 

purporting to contain statements of some witnesses before the said 

1 

Committee, were received earlier. 

t 

\ 

t 

t 

r ( 

' i 


Could... p/3 


The Ministry of External Affairs have since sent photocopies of the following 

f?' : •• • • 

1 1. File No. 2514/NGO-Voi. I 

; ' * 2/ File No. 25/4/NGO - Vol. II (LW-KWJ . 

3. I File No. 25/4/NGO-Vol. 111 (LW-Annx) ■ \ - * 

4. File No. 25/4/NGO-Vol. IV (LW-KW.iJ • .• 

5. /;,. File No. 25/4/NGO-Vol. V (LW-KW l. It & 111) •• ' 

6. / File No.25/13/NGO-52 (LW-KW) 

7. File No. 25/14/NGO-52 

8. . File No. 25H5/NGO-52 ’ ... 

9. File No. 25/16/NGO-53 

* '* * . ; * * . 4 I 

6(i) On March 23, 2000 the Commission directed the Government of 

‘ * t 

West Bengal to produce all the files relating to Netaji Subhas Chandra Bose 
which were lying in the custody of the Special Branch, Calcutta Police 
including file No. 269/45 relating to 'Prisoner/Release - Revised Policy of 
Governmenl, for the release of Security Prisoners’ containing Memo. No. SS 
129/SB dated .3 I s ! August, 1945 from the Commissioner of Police, Calcutta to 
H.S.E. Stevens, the then Chief Secretary, Government, of Bengal, Express 

letter No. 1234 dated 25.8.1945 of Bengal Government and confidential note 

\ 

dated.3.9.1945 of D.R. Hardwick, D.I.G., I.B. In purported compliance of the 

above direction, the Government of West Bengal sent copies.of 64 files along 

« 

with lists thereof and also filed an affidavit dated July 28, 2000 through Shri 
Aloknalh Bhaltacharyya, Special Secretary to (he Governmenl of west 
Bengal, Home (Political) Department wherein it is stated, inter alia, as 
follows : 


"8f That the Government of West Bengal caused a thorough search- 
in the offices of Special Branch, Calcutta Police, Intelligence Branch, 


West Bengal and Stale Archives; that there is no such file bearing No. 

■ ! : 

269/45 regarding 'Prisoner/Release-Revised Policy of Government for 

' 1 ! 


the release of Security Prisoners* in the records of Calcutta Police; 

1 

that File No. 269/45 (Prisoners/Release-Revised Policy of 
Government for the release of Security Prisoners) containing Memo. 
No. SS. 129/SB dated 31 sl August, 1945 from the Commissioner of 


Police, Calcutta lo H.S.E. Sto 

I 

Bengal, express letter No. 12 


vens, the then Chief Secretary Govt, ul 
34 dated 25.8.45 of Bengal Government 


and Confidential note dated 3.9.45 of D.R. Hardwick, D.I.G., f U. also 

I t 

do not figure in the Index Bock of the Intelligence Branch, West 

Bengal; that there is no record preserved in the custody of State 

i 

Archives relating lo the disappearance of Netaji Subhas Chandra 

r* 

Bose and other papers connected thereto including copy of Bengal 
' Government's express .letter No. 1234 dated 25.8.45 


Copies of correspondences of Commissioner of Police, Calcutta, 
Dy. Inspector General of Police, Intelligence Branch, West Bengal and 
Director of Archives, Higher Education {State Archives) Depth 'in this 
. connection are annexed herewith as Annexpre *A" collectively,* 

' ' Y ' ’ ‘ 

Thereafter, following further direction |o( the Commission, the 
Government of West Bengal produced {he original Index Books relating lo 
files maintained by the Special and Intelligent' Branches of Police. On 
scrutiny of-lhe said Index Books and the copies of files sent, the Commission 
directed the Government of West Bengal to produce copies of some more 
files reference of which was in the Index Books but not sent to the 
Commission earlier. In compliance with the above direction, the Government 
i'i of West Bengal sent copies of 13 {thirteen} more files including File No. 
269/45 which contained memos and Note referred lo hereinbefore. 

* . i , 

, i! 

* , 

6(ii) From the above resume of facts, it is manifest that the earlier quoted 

statements made by Shri Aloknalh Bhaflacharyya) in his affidavit filed on July 

28, 2000 are not at all correct. Since, however, Shri Bhatlacharyya claims in 

his abpve affidavit that those averments were made on the basis of 

information received from Shri D.C. Bajpai, Commissioner of Police, Calcutta, 

and Shri A.K. Sen, Depuly Inspector General of Polige, I.B. , West Bengal 

and has, in support thereof, annexed as part of his affidavit the copies of 

written communications from them in this respect, it is patently clear that the 

above two/responsible senior Police Officers furnished wrong information for 

* 

onward communication to this Commission. The Commission therefore calls 

* - * • i 

for Ihe explanation of the above two Police Officers for furnishing such wrong 

* I * 

information, by the next date of hearing. ! j- 

# # 

! ' Could. ..p/5 


7. Since Ihe observations made by the Commission in Paragraph (e) of 

its proceedings dated 28.9.2000 have not been given due importance and 

priority they deserve, the Commission takes serious view of Ihe matter and 

feels that time is now ripe to consider the question of invoking the powers 

* 

under the provisions of section 5(4) of the Commission of Inquiry Act, 1952 

r T 

for recurring non-compliance with the orders/direclions of the Commission. 
In this connection, the attention of the authorities concerned is once more 
drawn to orders dated June 13, 2000, as quoted in paragraph 3(e) of the 
proceedings dated September 28, 2000 as also (hose communicated through 
various letters sent pursuant to the orders of the Commission. 



Clinirui.m 


t it 
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Proceedings dated 28.09.2000 (f-ourlh) 

llcki at (lie Seminar Mali, Annexe Building, Malwjati Satl.ui, 
166, Chitiaranjan Avenue, Calcutta 700 007 



September 28, 2000 At the commencement of the hearing it is found that no .witness on 

behalf of the Government of India is present even though in the earlier order 
daled August 3i„2000 they were asked to produce. their witnesses, if any , 
on the next date of hearing, i.e. today, for their examination before 
examination of other . witnesses. Since, neither any officer of the 
Government of India nor any Counsel on their behalf is present nor has any 
communication been received to explain their stand in this regard, the 
Commission is left with no other alternative but to presume that (tie 
Government of India do not intend to examine any witness. With this 

presumption, the Commission proceeds to examine the two witnesses 

\ * , 

present. j 

2. Examination of Witnesses 

(a) Sri Niianjan Bose and Sri Ardhendu Sarkar are examined on 
oath and cross-examined as witness Nos. 4 and 5 respectively. 
Xerox copies of a report in Bartaman, a Bengali daily dated March 
21, 1999 and of a news item in the Sunday Statesman dated January 

■ 22, 1989 are marked as Y and 'Y(I); for identification, on admision 
by the witness Nos. 4 and 5 respectively. 

( i 

(b) . Of the other three witnesses summoned to depose today - 

i 

- (i) ' Dr. Sistr Kumar Bose sent a letter to the Secretary to 

the Commission on September 22/2000 stating, inter-alia, as 
follows : 

i 

"Since the end of World War II in August 1945 till 

i 

to day I have not received any direct information from 
him (Netaji) or about; him. I ' have no personal 

t 

knowledge as to the issues referred to the Commission. 

I am therefore not competent to depose in this matter,"; 

* (ii) Sri Anindya Sengupta also sent a letter intimating that 

' ' 

he was indisposed and as such is unable to be present to- 

' i 

day but has made a request to fix another date for his 
examination; and 
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(iii) 


Shri Suman Chattopadhyaya has not appeared nor sent 

any communication explaining; his failure to appear, even 

| 

though summons were duly served at his office address by 
registered post. 

i 

(c) Since from the contents of the letters of Dr. Sisir Kumar Bose it 

, * * t 

appears that no useful purpose will be served by examining him he 
need not be re-summoned. Let fresh summons be served upon Shri 
Anindya Sengupta and Shri Suman Chattopadhyaya for their 
examination before this Commission on the next date of hearing 
intimating them that if they fail to appear this time as well without any 
justifiable reason, appropriate legal action may be taken against them 
for their such failure. 

(d) The following persons be also summoned to testify before the 

! , ' I 

i Commission on the next date of hearing : • ■ 

I 

I ( * 

» 

f i i 

i) Shri Barun Sengupta, Editor, "Bartaman'’, 

ii) Shri Pabitra Kumar Ghosh, Journalist, “Bartaman", 

iii) Dr. Purabi Roy, 47C Abdul Halim Lane, Calcutta 700 01 6, 

iv) Shri Jayanta Roy, Hemanta Basu Bhawan, 49C, 

Chitlaranjan Avenue, Calcutta 700 012, 

■ ' and 

v) - Smt. Prabha Jagannathan, Correspondent, Formerly of The 
Telegraph and now of the Economic Times, 105/7A, S.N. 
Banerjee Road, Calcutta 700 013 

• 3. Further orders/directions • 

On conclusion of the examination of the witnesses, the parties/their 
representatives who, are present have been heard on the status report 
prepared on Sr ' mber 26, 2000 and circulated amongst them before 
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commencement of the hearing today. After such hearing and perusing all 
the materials received . from the Central Government and the State 
Government since the last date of hearing, the Commission makes the 

* ^ * i ' 

following further orders/directions j 

r 

1 

* t 

a) Even [hough in paragraph E of the order dated August 31 , 2000 there 

i 

was an express direction that all informations to be furnished in terms 
thereof must be supported by affidavit of. a competent officer not 

i I 

below the rank of a Joint Secretary to the Government of India, the 

Prime Minister's office has sent an affidavit sworn by an Under 

i ■ 

Secretary of that office in purported compliance of paragraph A of the 
said order. The Commission therefore does not. take any notice of 
the contents thereof; and calls upon the said office once more to 
strictly comply with the orders/directions issued on August 31, 2000. 

b) (i) In compliance of paragraph B(i) of the order dated August 

> 

31, 2000, some papers reportedly relating , to the Khosia 
' 

Commission have been sent by the Ministry of Home Affairs 
and received by the office of the Commission without 
verifying the contents thereof. In expectation that some 
representative of the Ministry will be present today to identify 
those documents and prove their authenticity, the same 
have been brought to the venue of the Commission’s 
j " hearing. But, as already mentioned, no one is there to 
represent the Government of India and for that piatter the 
Ministry concerned. 

(ii) A communication has been received from the Ministry 
seeking time till November 15, 2OG0 to produce the papers 
referred to in paragraph B(ii}. The prayer is allowed. 

(iii) Under orders of the Commission, a letter was sent by its 
Secretary on August 25, 2000 to produce the following 
documents : 
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(a) (a) A xerox copy of the letter said to be sent by General 

t 

Chiang-kai-Sbeikh to Pandit Jawaharlai Nehru about 
an inquiry reportedly made by the Government of 
Nationalist China at Taipei regarding the alleged 
plane-crash involving Netaji along with a xerox copy of 
the said Inquiry Report; and ' 

(b) (b) A xerox copy of the report dated 31 st December, 

1945 of Shri B.C. Chakra/arty (Witness No. 168 before 
Justice Khosla Commission of Inquiry) on alleged air- 
crash and alleged death of Netaji Subhas Chandra 
Bose which was counter-signed by Col. Stevenson 
and sent to the CSD1C as referred to in the published 
report of the Commission; 
but those documents have not yet been produced. 

None of the directions contained in para C(i) and (ii) of the 
abovequoted order has been complied with except that a letter has 

I 

been received from the Ministry of External Affairs to-day (when the 
Commission was holding its sitting) wherein it is stated that they are 
preparing photocopies of the nine top-secret files referred to in 

♦ 1 

paragraph C(ii).of the order dated August 31, 2000, 

1 ■ 

1 

Shri Aloknath Bhaltacharyya, Special Secretary, Home (Political) 

1 

Department who is present'lcday has produced some Index Books 
but no affidavit has been filed in terms of para 'E 1 of the order dated 
August 31, 2000. Let the Index Books be kept with the office of the 
Commission and be not returned without leave of the Commission, 
The prayer of Shri Bhaltacharya for time to file affidavit is allowed. 

It is rather unfortunate that even though as far back as on March 23, 
2000, the Commission passed comprehensive orders and directions 
regarding sending of hies and documents to this Commission by the 
related Minisiries/Departmenis/Offices, the same have not yet been 
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fully complied with. In this connection, the attention of the above 
authorities is drawn to the following portion of the order dated June 
13,2000:- 

"It is made abundantly clear that in case of failure to comply 

with the same by the aforesaid date, the Commission may be 

* reluctantly compelled to invoke the provisions of Section 5(4) of 

the Commission of Inquiry Act, 1952 against the recalcitrant 

officers of the Government, both Central and State. It is also 

made clear that since the orders/directions passed in the 

proceedings by the Commission are in exercise pf statutory - 

and not administrative — powers, no correspondence will 

henceforth be entertained relating to the compliance thereof. 

However, in respect of any matter relating to the compliance 

% 

with the direclions/orders of the Commission, the concerned 
* Government may approach the Commission by making formal 
applications supported by affidavits before the Commission 
through, competent officers, not below the rank of Joint 
Secretary to the Government of India." 
f) The above orders/directions must be complied with by November 1 5, 
' 2000 . \ . • '• • 



4. NEXT HEARING \ 

l . 

i 

The next hearing of the Commission will be held on November 23, 
2000 at 11 A.M. in the Seminar Hall, Annexe Building, Mahajati Sadan, 166 
Chittaranjan Avenue, Calcutta 700 007. 

■ i 

i 

(M.IC MukttcVjcc) 

I 1 Chairman. 


Proceedings dated 31.08.2000 (Third ) 

Meld at the Seminar Mall. Annexe Building. Mahajati Sadan. 
16b. Chittaranjan Avenue, Calcutta 700 007 


After perusal of the files/documents still now made available to the 
Commission and hearing the parties and/or their representatives present, 
the following directions are given to the authorities noted below : 

I 

i 

A. PRIME MINISTER'S OFFICE/SECRETARIAT 

% 

(i) While sending photocopies of seven files marked as 'Top 
Secret/Secret' with a forwarding letter No. G-16(4)/2000-NGO dated 
July 24. 2000 (also marked ‘Top Secret/Secret’) addressed to the 
Secretary of the Commission, a Director of the Prime Minister’s 
office, South Block, New Delhi has made the following request : 

“It is further requested that while information contained in the 
‘Top Secret’ papers may be made use of by the Commission, in 
camera, since these are classified as ‘Top Secret’, they may kindly 
consider not publishing the same.” 

Viewed in that context, the above office/secretariat is directed 
to adduce specific reasons as to why privilege is being claimed 
against the disclosure of the contents thereof, more so, when the 
Commission is holding a public enquiry and its report will be a public 
document and the contents of those files may have an important 
bearing. 

(ii) The above office will let this Commission know whether any of 
the files/records relevant to the terms of reference of this Commission 
has been destroyed and, if so, details thereof and why, when and 
where they were destroyed and whether copies of the documents 
contained therein have been kept or maintained. 

* 

(iii) tn spite of directions contained in paragraph a(i) read with 
paragraph (b) of the order of this Commission dated March 23, 2000 
read with the order dated June 13, 2000, the above office/Secretariat 
has not filed any affidavit regarding the availability of files/documents 
mentioned in the aforesaid paragraph a(i). 
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B. MINISTRY OF HOME AFFAIRS 


In spite of the directions of the Commission contained in its 
orders dated March 23, 2000 and June 13, 2000, the complete 
original records of the entire proceedings of Justice Khosla 
Commission of Inquiry, including the evidence recorded by and 
documents produced before the said Commission, have not been 
sent. 

f 

In his affidavit dated June 20,2000, the Director (IS-l) attached to 
the Ministry of Home Affairs has stated, inter alia, that in their Ministry 
only the files regarding bringing back of the presumed ashes of Netaji 
kept in Renkoji Temple in Tokyo in Japan and posthumous 
announcement of award of ‘Bharat Ratna' to Netaji are available, and 

r 

according to the deponent, those files do not have any direct bearing 
on the on-going inquiry of the Commission. Notwithstanding the 
above observation, the Ministry of Home Affairs is directed to submit 

those files before the Commission immediately. 

{ 

i 

C. MINISTRY OF EXTERNAL AFFAIRS 

I 

In spite of earlier directions of the Commission contained in the 
orders of the Commission dated March 23, 2000 and June 13, 2000, 
the complete original records of the entire proceedings of Shah Nawaz 
Khan Committee of Inquiry including the evidence recorded by and the 
documents produced before the said Committee, have not been sent. 

Along with his letter No. 25/4/NGO-Vof.V dated March 1, 2000 
(marked ‘Top Secret 1 ), Joint Secretary (CNV) has given a list of some 
files marked Top Secret’. The Ministry is directed to produce the said 
files in original before the Commission for its inspection and also 
explain why those files are still being treated as 'Top Secret', more so, 
when the Commission is holding a public enquiry and its report will be 
a public document and the contents of those files may have an 
important bearing. 
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As 






V 1 


: J . 



D. GOVERN M ENT Oi ; \V EST BENGAL 
Secretary to the Home Department. Government of West Bengal, is 
directed to produce the original Index Books, together with xerox copies 
thereof, relating to the files detailed in Annexure ‘B 1 to the affidavit dated July 
28, 2000 filed by Shri Aloknath Bhattacharyya, Special Secretary to the 
Government of west Bengal, Home (Political) Department. The Index Books 
shall not be taken back without the leave of the Commission. 


E. COMPLIANCE WITH THE ABOVE O RD ERS/Di RECTI O NS 

Alt informations to be furnished in terms of the above 
orders/directions must be supported by affidavits of competent officers, 

t 

not below the rank of a Joint Secretary to the Government of India, and 
filed by September 26, 2000. All fiies/documents, in terms of the above 
orders/directions, must be produced also by the same date. 


n 


F. EXAMINATION OF WITNESSES 
(i) The Government of India is directed to produce its witnesses, if 

any, on the next date of hearing for their examination, before the 
Commission examines witnesses cited by other parties. 

Of the witnesses cited by the other parties, let the following 
witnesses be summoned to appear on the next date of hearing : 

1. Dr. Sisir Kumar Bose, Chairman, Netaji Research Bureau, Calcutta 

2. Shri Suman Chattopadhyay, Executive Editor, Ananda Bazar 
Patrika, Calcutta. 

3. Shri Ardhendu Sarkar, formerly of Bharat Heavy Engineering Corpn. 

4. Shri Anindya Sengupta, Columnist, The Statesman, Calcutta. 

5. Shri Nilanjan Basu, Reporter, Bartaman, Calcutta. 

(iii) As regards the other witnesses cited by them, appropriate 
directions as to who of them will be examined and when, will be 
notified in due course. 


G. NEXT HEARING 

The next hearing of the Commission will be held on September 28, 
2000 at 11 A.M. in the Seminar Hall, Annexe Building, Mahajati Sadan, 166 
Chittaranjan Avenue, Calcutta 700 007. 

"f > '\ V 1 1"> > Mv j 

(M.K. Miiklicrjc^) 

Chairman. 
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Justice Mukhhrjee Commission of Inquiry 
To inquire into the alleged disappearance of 
Netaji SubJias Chandra Bose 

No . Date 

Proceedings dated 13.06.2000 (Second) 

Held at the Seminar Hall Annexe Building, Maliajati Sadan, 
166 Chittarajijan Avenue, Calcutta 700 007 

June 1 3, 2000 - . ■ ' ... 


The parties and/or their authorised representatives 'present today, were 
heard on the following matters in terms of the Notice dated May 19,2000. 

j • 

a) Steps taken by different authorities to comply with the orders/directives 
passed by the. Commission in its proceedings dated 23.03.2000 (vide copy 
of the proceedings enclosed) and furtherslcps to be taken in this regard, 

b) . Examination of- the alleged ashes of Netaji Subhas Chandra Bose by a 

D.N. A. Expert in the context of the news item published in The Times of 

India (Calcutta) on M.04.2000 based on the report of Dr. V.K. Kashyap, 

* « 

Deputy Director, Central Forensic Science Laboratory, Calcutta; and 

c) Recording of evidence including oral evidence.' 
ft 


Pi • 1 • * 

|7 i ■ Pursuant thereto, the following orders/observations are hereby made : 

< ' ■ •! . . ■■ ' ' 

J r 1 

Re: (a) Since neither the Government of India nor the Government of West 
Bengal has properly complied with the various directions contained in the order 
dated March 23, 2000, both the Governments are given another opportunity to 
comply with the same by July 31, 2000. It is inqde abundantly clear that in case 
of failure to comply with the same by the aforesaid date, (he Commission may 
be reluctantly coriipelled to invoke the provisions of Section 5(d) of the 
Commission of Inquiry Act, 1952 against the recalcitrant officers of the 
Government, both Central and State. It is also made clear that since (he 
orders/directions passed in the proceedings by the Commission are in exercise uf 
statutory - and not administrative - powers, no correspondence will henceforth 
be entertained relating to the compliance thereof. However, in respect of any 
matter relating to the compliance with the directions/orders of the Commission, 

I ■ . 

the concerned. Government may approach the Commission by making formal 

4 

applications supported by affidavits before the Commission through competent 
officers, not below the rank of Joint Secretary- to the Government of India. 

I 


Re: (b) Besides the parties and/or their representatives, Dr. Kashyap, 
Deputy Director, Central Forensic Science Laboratory, Calcutta was heard. The 
matter will be further discussed at the appropriate stage. 
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Justice Mukherjee Commission of Inquiry 
To inquire into the alleged disappearance of 
Netaji Subhas Chandra E!ose 


Re: (c) The parties are directed to file a list of witnesses with their full 


particulars and addresses whom they would like to examine in support of their 


respective statements, and also indicate briefly the fact or facts which the 
witnesses are expected to prove in his/her examination and why instead of oral 
examination, his/her examination on affidavit will not suffice. The list should 


be filed within one month from the date of communication of this order. 


Let this order be also communicated to the following 


Dcpartmcnts/I3 ranches of the Government for strict compliance : 


1) Ministry of Home Affairs, Govt, of India; 

2) Ministry of External Affairs, Govt, of India, 

3) Ministry of Defence, Government of India; 

4) Cabinet Secretariat, Government of India; 


5) Prime Minister’s Office, Government of India; 

6) Ministry of Human Resource & Development, Government of 
India; and 

7) Home Department, Govt, of West Bengal, Writers’ Bldgs., 
Calcutta, 



Chairman. 
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Justice Mukherjee Commission of Inquiry 
To inquire- into The alleged disappearance of 
Netd/i Subhas Chandra Bose 

. v ; . , ‘ * 

Proceeding dated 23rd March, 2000. 

Present - Hon *ble Justice M a K, Mukherjee, 

Chai rman , 

After examining the statements filed by the 
parties and after hearing them and/or their 
representatives regarding the modalities of the^ 
proceeding, the Commission makes the following 
Orders/Directions 

* * p 

(a) The Government of India shall produce 
before the Commission, within six weeks 
from the date of communication of these 
Orders/Directions, . the following :- 

(i) All files relating to Netaji Subha s 
Chandra Bose and/or I.N..A. in the 
Prime Ministers Secretariat 
including the following Secret , 

■ files 

• FA, 2-A, 3 — A , ,6 - A , 8 -A, 12-A, 16-A (U.O. Note 
No, d/s- 86 6, dated -August 24, 1953, from P.M. *s 
Secretariat to Mohd, Yunus, MEA : ( SEA , BR),'17~A 
{ U ,0 , Note NO, D, 3788-8EA/53 1 , dated August -27, 1953, 
from Mohd, YunuS; US, MEA (SEA) to P.M,*s Secretariat, 
2 7 -A, (Memo No, 2/53/1971/3/601 151) dated • 

October; 13, 1953, from Mohd, Yunus US, MEA (SEA) to 
. P ,M.’ ’ s ■ Secretariat , 33-B (Letter No, 20/62 (Accts,) 
dated. April 82 (sic),- 1954, from the Joint Secretary, 
I.N,A, (Enquiry and Relief Committee, 82, Daryaganj, 
Delhi to the President, 34 A (Rajya Sabha*s Starred 
question No, 60 dated Sept, 28, 1954), 35-B (Note 
for Supplementaries ) 37-A (Lok Sabha Starred Question 
No, 334- dated August 2, 1955) 37-BCD ( enclosures, to 
S, No, 37-A) and Notes 11, 12, 13, 14, 15, 18, 19, 

23, 24, 25, 26 and 29 File No, 23 (156)/ 51-P.M. 
(Indian National Army) (INA) in the Far East), 

23 (11) -56-57 PM (INA Treasure), 12(226)/56 PM 
(Investigation into the circumstances leading to the 
death of Subhas’ Chandra Bose); 249 INA-GHQ Case 
Bose and Russia, 249-INA- IX(H) GHQ Case on Subhas 
Chandra Bose, Headquarters main file 279/1; INA 
10 Misc, , Headquarters main file 273 INA (Misc„ INA), 
Headquarters main file 273/lNA, Headquarters Main 
file 273-INA , 138-INA and 265 INA; 10 Misc,,INA; 


: 2 : 
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Justice Mukherjee Commission of Inquiry 
To inquire into the alleged disappearance of 
Netaji Subhas Chandra Bose 

(ii) File No ,16/ 3/45— Poll 0 (i) containing Secret 

Report dated 19.09.45 by R. Tottenham, Secretary 
prepared for Home Department; file No.75/lNA 
containing intelligence report prepared by Major 
Toys, Comd. s. Section CSDIC(i) dated .20 . 10 , 45 ; 

F, No, 8/l8/46-Poll 0 (i) containing question No# 28 

of Hon'ble Yuvaraj Dutta Singh in the Council of 
State and the answer given; file No , 8/1 5/46-Poll , 

(i) relating to question No, 14 dated 6,11,46 of' 
Yuvaraj Dutta Singh; File No.e/2/47 - Poll, 

(i) relating to Yuvaraj Dutta Singh's questions 
placed in the list of business for - the Council of 
State on 17,2,47; 

(iii) Report bearing Secret No, 1400/23 /se, CSDIC, 
Red Fort, .Delhi dated 25th March, 1946; Netaji *s 
letter Ho Jacob Malik, Soviet Ambassador, Tokyo 
dated 20,11,1944; Netaji's broadcast at 21,15 hrs„ 
to 21,25 hrs, , Special Message on 18,8,45; Confi- 
dential letter dated 23,5,46 from American Consulate 
Guard, Bombay dated 23,5,46 to the Secretary of 
State, Washington D.C.. A-175(a de-classified C,I,A, 
document (-orig i nal stat ed-^ feo b o in the - r A -r^h-irve^--e-f- 
Prince ton - Univ - & rs4fcyj-; a de-classified C,I,A, 
document dated 27,2,64 relating to a story concerning 

t i 

the possible return of one Subhas (Subas) Chandra * 
Bose; API news agency's report attached to intelli- 
gence report for the Home Department dated 21.12.45; 
Secret No, 11/INC/45 dated 16,1,46 from the 
Dy, Inspector Genl, of Police, CIS, Bombay Province, 
Sivajinagar, Pune-5; Lt, Col, Anderson's confidential 
letter No, MS/5/5, CSDIC Red Fort Delhi dated 21.1,46 
referring to a portion of Major To ye * s report 
dt, 15,1,46; Daily INA Report No, 56 dated 5,2,46 
prepared by W.N.p. Jenkins, Dy, Director (c) of 
Intelligence Bureau {Home Dept,); W, Mckwright ' s 
letter No, C-5 dated 19,2,46 to Intelligence Bureau, 
H,D,, New Delhi-3; Major . Yong's Top Secret letter 
No , SL/ 9/ CS/ 1 dated 1.8.46 to W.C.K. Wright; 

Pt, Nehru's letter to Mr. Atlee, the then Prime 
Minister of U , K . during 4 5 to 47 rela ting to Subhas 
Chandra Bose; Khur shed Naoroji's letter dt. 27,7.46 
to Louis Fischer^ secret correspondence between 
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Mckwright and Major .Young dt. April B, 1946 relating 
to receipt of a letter by Pandit Jawaharlal Nehru 
from Subhas Ch, Bose regarding his stay in Russia? 
and correspondences between Louis Fipcher and Gandhi ji, 
Louis .Fischer and Khurshed Naorojifi, Loub Fischer and 
the President of USA, Louis Fischer and the Prime 
Minister of UK and other political leaders of U,K 0 
in relation to Netaji and India's independence, 

Louis Fischer to Stalin? 

(iv) The entire proceedings (including the. evidence 

recorded) of Shaw Nawaz Committee and Khosla Commission 
held 

which had/ earlier enquiries into the disappearance of 
Netaji Subhas Chandra Bose; 

(v) The full texts of the Transfer of Power, 

Volumes VI & VII; 

(b) Besides filing the above f iles/record s/ 
documents, the Government of India shall 
file Affidavits of competent persons of 
the related Ministries giving lists of 
all other f lies/ record s/documents , irres- 
pective of whether they are Top Secret, 
Classified or De-classified, (except the 
99© files transferred by the History Dlvn e , 
Ministry of Defence to the National 
Archives, Delhi, a list of which has 
already been furnished to the Commission) 
lying in their respective custody or 
control relating to Netaji Subhas Chandra 
Bose and/or Indian National Army; 

(c) The Government of West Bengal shall produce 
all the files relating, to Netaji Subhas 
Chandra Bose now lying in the custody of 
the Special Branch, including file 
No,269/45 "Prisoner/Releqse-Revised policy 
of Govt,, for the release of security 
prisoners" containing Memo No,SS 129/SB 
dated 31st August, JL9 45 from the 

I- 

Commissioner of Police, Calcutta to H<,S 0 E, 

, Stevens, the then Chief Secretary, Govt, 

of Bengal, express letter No „ 1234 dated 
25,8,45 of Bengal Govt, and Confidential 
Note dated 3,9 0 45 of D„R„ Hardwick, 

D„ I »G . I . B , ; , 


I 
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(d) Since, from the statement filed on behalf 
of All India Forward Bloc it appears that 
Dr, (Mrs,,) Purabi Roy of Asiatic Society 
has dope along with some others an extensive 
research work in Russia including on Netaji 
Subhas Chandra Bose and has' submitted their $ 
report to -the Society^ "ibe Commission would 
like to have an affidavit filed by Mrs, Purabi 
Roy indicating the particulars of the 

. documents which might have come to her notice 
in course of her research and considered by 
, her to be relevant for the purpose of the 
enquiry by this Commission's early as 
possible preferably within six weeks from 
the communication of these 0rders/Directions o 

The General Secretary of the said 
Society is also requested to forward to the 
'Commission the aforesaid report along with 
its enclosures within the period prescribed 
as above o 

(e) After the files are produced and/or particulars 
furnished by the Central Government in terms 
of the above orders/directions, a research 
team 'will be constituted to peruse those 
files and submit its report about the relevant 
contents thereof,, The parties may suggest 
names of competent persons, preferably 
stationed in Delhi, who may be included in 

the team to be so constituted; and ■ 


(f) Having regard to the facts that the evidence 
. of Major G, Baskaran, who in his statement 
has claimed that he worked as Confidential 
Secretary of Netaji Subhas Chandra Bose at 
the material time, will be relevant for the 
enquiry and that he- is aged 82 years, has 
lost his vision and is seriously ailing, 
immediate steps be taken to reco rd his 
statement at his residence at No e 9, Royal 
Enclave, Bas£b Avenue, Chennai notwithstanding 
the fact that the evidence, if any, to be 
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produced by the Central Government is 
yet to be recorded. 

The Secretary of the Commission is directed 
to take immediate steps for compliance with the 
above Order/ Directions, 



Chairman 


